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MAXIMAL HYPERPLANE SECTIONS OF THE UNIT BALL OF
I FOR p > 2

HERMANN KONIG (KIEL)

ABSTRACT. The maximal hyperplane section of the {7 -ball, i.e. of the n-cube,
is the one perpendicular to %(17 1,0,...,0), as shown by Ball. Eskenazis,

Nayar and Tkocz extended this result to the I}-balls for very large p > 1015.
We show that the analogue of Ball’s result essentially holds for all 26.265 ~
po < p < co. By Oleszkiewicz, Ball’s result does not transfer to Iy for 2 < p <
po. Then the hyperplane section perpendicular to the main diagonal yields a
counterexample for large dimensions n. In this case, we give an asymptotic
upper bound for 20 < p < po.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

It is not an easy task to determine extremal volumes of hyperplane sections
or projections onto hyperplanes of convex bodies, even for specific convex sets.
The proofs of known results are mainly based on probabilistic techniques and
Fourier analysis, see Koldobsky [K], Chapters 3, 7 and 8. Ball [B] proved in a
celebrated paper that the hyperplane section of the n-cube orthogonal to a(? =
%(1, 1,0,...,0) € R™ has maximal volume among all hyperplane sections. Had-
wiger [Ha] and Hensley [He] had shown before that coordinate hyperplanes, e.g.
those perpendicular to (1,0,...,0) € R", yield minimal volume central hyperplane
cubic sections.

Meyer and Pajor considered the analogue in [} for 1 < p < oco. They
proved that the normalized volume of central hyperplane sections of the unit ball
B} of I is monotone increasing in p, implying that coordinate hyperplanes provide
the minimal sections for 2 < p < oo and the maximal sections for 1 < p < 2. The
minimal sections of B for 1 < p < 2 are those orthogonal to the main diagonals,
e.g. toa™ := ﬁ(l,,...,l) € R", see for p = 1 and Koldobsky for
1<p<2.

The question of the maximal hyperplane sections of B} for 2 < p < oo is
more complicated, since the answer may depend on p as well as on the dimen-
sion n. Oleszkiewicz [O] showed that Ball’s result does not transfer to B} for
2 < p < po =~ 26.265. In that case, the hyperplane section perpendicular to a main
diagonal has larger volume than the one orthogonal to a(® for large dimensions n.
A quantitative estimate for which dimensions this happens is given in Konig [K1].
On the other hand, for very large p > 10'5, Eskenazis, Nayar and Tkocz proved
that Ball’s result is stable for [;}: then B}'N (a®)* has maximal hyperplane section

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 52A38, 52A40 Secondary: 46 B07, 60F05.
Key words and phrases. Volume, hyperplane sections, I}}-ball, random variables.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.06432v1

2 HERMANN KONIG (KIEL)

volume for all dimensions n. They call it "resilience of cubic sections”. We aim to
extend this result to pp < p < oo. For 20 < p < py we give an asymptotic Gaussian
type upper bound for the normalized section volume.

Finding extremal projections of convex bodies onto hyperplanes is dual to de-
termining extremal sections. For []-balls, the known results for sections essentially
transfer to projections, if one interchanges p and ¢ = p’, * + 1% = 1, and minimal
and maximal volume results. For instance, Ball’s result corresponds to the fact
that the projection of the I?-ball onto the hyperplane (a(?)* has minimal volume,
see Barthe, Naor [BN|]. The latter result is a consequence of Cauchy’s projection
formula and the optimal lower bound in the L;-Khintchine inequality, which was
found by Szarek [S]. The Khintchine inequalities are important in Banach Space
Theory and Operator Theory. They are useful, in particular, when studying abso-
lutely p-summing operators, see Pietsch [P], Chapter 17. For [;-balls, determining
extremal hyperplane projections is equivalent to finding the best constants in a
Khintchine-type inequality for random variables with a certain exponential density,
see Barthe, Naor [BN]. Identifying extremal hyperplane sections of ly-balls also
amounts to finding the best constants in a generalized Khintchine inequality, see
the remarks after Proposition[ZIl Even though the results for projections are dual
to those for sections, the known proofs are not obtained by duality. This is a con-
sequence of the fact that volume does not behave well under duality. Nayar and
Tkocz [NT] gave a beautiful survey on extremal sections and projections of classical
convex bodies.

To formulate our results on sections of [} precisely, we introduce the following
notations. For 1 < p < oo and any natural positive number n € N, denote the
closed unit ball of I} by

n n n . 1
By = {a= ()] €R" [ Jlall == O layl)» <1}

j=1
Let 5" ':={z €R" | |z =1}, a € S"! be a direction vector and a the
hyperplane orthogonal to a. We define the normalized section function A, , by
vol,—1 (B, N at)

vol,_1 (B2~ 1)

An,p(a) =

For 1 <k <n, let a® := \%(1, ...,1,0,...,0) € S"~1 C R™. Then Ball’s theorem
AN y
k
states Ay.o0(a) < Apoo(a®) = /2 for all n € N and a € S*'. Eskenazis, Nayar
and Tkocz’s result reads Ay p(a) < A, (@) =227 forall n € N, a € S"~! and
p > 10'. Note that A, ,(a®) does not depend on n.

Oleszkiewicz [O] showed that lim,, o A, ,(a™) >2An7p(a(2)) holds for all 2 <
3270(141)°
™ r(1+432)

6 D(1+3)°

™ r(1+2)

p < po =~ 26.265, where pg is the unique solution of =1 for p € (2,00).

1
3
More precisely, we have lim,,_, o Anyp(a(")) = < ) > An,p(a@)) = 2%_%7
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see [O] and also [K1].

Let a = (aj)}‘:l € S"~ 1. In view of the symmetries of B, we may suppose that
a1 > ag > -+ > a, > 0. We assume this in the statement of our two main results:

Theorem 1.1. Let pg < p < oo and dist(p,2N) > 27P. Then for alln € N, n > 2
and a € S"~1

1

App(a) < Ay p(a®) =2275

with the possible exception of those a with a; € [\/— \/—] : I, an interval of length
|1, < %. If a1 € I, orif dist(p,2N) < 27P, we have at least

Anp(a) <27 Ay p(a®)

The restriction on p can be weakened to dist(p,2N) > p~P for p > 50 and to
dist(p,2N) > p=°P for p > 175.

Most likely, the assumption that p has a certain distance to the even integers is
not necessary. By the result of [ENT], it is not needed, if p > 10%5.

Theorem 1.2. Let 20 < p < pyg, dist(p,2N) > (—g)p. Then for alln € N, n > 2

n—1
anda € S with algﬁ

(1 5
Anpl(a) < lim Anp(a®) = (6 % )

The result is also true if a1 > f + 35 —|— 150

The first part of [[2] probably holds for all 2 < p < pg. The restriction p > 20 is
required by estimates in the proof.

We sketch the main ideas of the proof of Theorem [Tl and describe the organiza-
tion of the paper. Keith Ball’s cube slicing result is based on Pélya’s [Pol] formula

A, =2 fo i Y Yeo(ajs) ds, a = (aj);?:l € S 1 with yo(s) = %7
s ;é O The main mgredlent of his proof is the integral inequality hoo(u) < hoo(2)
for all u > 2, where heo = u fo [700(8)]™ ds, which together with Hélder’s
inequality allows to prove An,oo( ) < Ay oolal )) for all vectors a with |a;| < f’

j =1,---,n. There is an analogue of Pélya’s formula for A, ,(a) in terms of
the normalized Fourier transform ~,(s) of exp(—|r|”), see Proposition 211 Let
= Vu fo [¥p(s)|* ds. Our main technical result is Theorem [Z2] namely
that h ( ) < hp(2) for all w > 2, provided that p > po and that p is not too close to
an even integer. Together with Holder’s inequality and Proposition 2.1], this yields
a proof of Theorem [[T] see Section 2.
Nazarov and Podkorytov [NP|] found an ingenious proof of Ball’s integral inequal-
ity, using the distribution functions of f(s) = |v(s)| and g(s) = exp(—%), cf.
Proposition We apply their method to prove the integral inequality in Theo-
rem 22 Consider f(s) = |y,(s)| and g(s) = exp(—d,s?), where d,, > 0 is such that
[ f1]25(0,00) = 19l 22(0,00)- Nazarov and Podkorytov’s method yields inequalities of

the form [ |f(s)|* ds < [y |g(s)|* ds for all u > 2, provided that the difference
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of the distribution functions F' — G of f — g changes sign just once in the right
direction. Then

= \/E/O [7p(s)[* ds < \/U/O exp(—dps)" ds
= \/5/ exp(—dys?)? ds = h,(2)
0

by the definition of d,. To have F(z) — G(z) < 0 for values z close to z < 1,
one needs that f(s) = |y,(s)| < exp(—d,s?) = g(s) for s near zero. We show that
17p(s)| < exp(—cps?) holds for 0 < s < 3, see Proposition Bl where ¢, > 0 is the
optimal constant for this inequality close to s = 0. To have f(s) < g(s) near 0,
one needs that d, < ¢, holds. This condition is just Oleszkiewicz’ restriction on
p, namely p > pg, see Lemma While the distribution function of g is simple,

G(z) = 1/d—lpln(%), the distribution function of f = |v,| is rather complicated.

However, its determination is independent of the specific index py. While the func-
tions ~, are positive for 1 < p < 2, see Koldobsky [K|, for p > 2, p ¢ 2N, they
have finitely many real zeros, and for large arguments s show a negative power type
decay, see Pdlya [Po]. We prove an error estimate for this decay for large s, see
Proposition[37 For p > 2, p € 2N, the functions 7y, have infinitely many real zeros
and decay exponentially fast at infinity, see Boyd [Bo] for an asymptotic expansion,
but without error estimates. For relatively small s > 0, the functions ~, show a
damped @-type behavior, with faster decay for smaller p. To find estimates
the distribution function F of |vy,|, we approximate exp(—|r|P) by linear splines
and calculate their Fourier transform, which are roughly of =2%)_type decay for
0 < s < ¢p, see Lemmas and B3l Their distribution funct1ons are determined
in Proposition 1] and in the proof of Theorem For large p, say p > 400, the
simple approximation of v, in Lemma suffices, but for py < p < 400, we need
the better approximation of v, in Lemma Lemmas and [4.3] are required to
estimate the size of the first bumps of |v,| and the distribution function F(z) for
he<i

The difficulty determining F' is two-fold: first, it depends on p, and the decay of
|7p| for 0 < s < p is faster for smaller p, which requires a better approximation
of 7, and secondly, for p close to an even integer, the decay for large s is diffi-
cult to handle: for p ¢ 2N, the distribution function F' increases of inverse power
type B(p)x_ﬁ for small x > 0 with limg;s(p 2my—0 B(p) = 0, while for p € 2N it
increases just logarithmically, (1n(%))1_%. Our arguments are analytical, but for
small p we rely on the numerical evaluation of some integrals.

2. FORMULAS AND PROOFS
Ball [B] used Pélya’s [Pol] result

(2.1) / H sin a] , a=(a;)j_; € 8" !

to prove his theorem for I,. There is a corresponding formula for
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Proposition 2.1. Let 1 <p < oo, n €N anda = (aj)?zl € S" 1 a; > 0. Then

(22) A =1 (1+2) 2 [ f[lvp(aﬁ) ds |

where
Yp(8) = é/ cos(sr) exp(—rP) dr , v,(0) =1 .
r (1 + %) 0

A proof of ([22) by Fourier transform techniques can be found in Koldobsky
@era+in! A

ra+2=14) -
different proof is given in Konig [K1], as a consequence of the following formula
of Eskenazis, Nayar and Tkocz [ENT], used in the proof of their resilience of cube
slicing result:

[K], Theorem 3.2, using the normalization with vol,_1(B}~') =

1 - _
(2.3) Aupla) =T <1 " ]—9) Eem | a5
j=1

here the ¢; are i.i.d. random vectors uniformly distributed on the unit sphere
S$? € R3 and the R; are i.i.d. positive random variables with density

ﬁxp exp(—2P)1[z>0)(x), independent of the &;’s. Theorem [T amounts to de-
termfning the optimal constant in a Khintchine type inequality for the L_;-norm
with respect to these (combined) variables.

For 1 < p < 2, the 7, are just the (positive) densities of the p-stable random
variables. However, we need the formula for 2 < p < co. By Pélya [Po], for
2 < p < oo and p ¢ 2N, the v, have real zeros, but only finitely many and infinitely
many complex zeros. For 4 < p € 2N, the 7, have infinitely many real zeros and no
complex zeros, see [Po] or Boyd [Bo]. The order of decay of ~, is very different in
the cases p ¢ 2N and p € 2N, in the first case of negative power type, in the second
of exponential decay. For p — oo, exp(—a?) — 1jo,1)(x) pointwise.

By the dominated convergence theorem, 7,(s) — fol cos(sr)dr = % for p —
oo. Ball used ([21)) and his integral inequality hoo(u) < hoo(2) for all w > 2, where
hoo(u) := /u [ |@ |“ds. Our proofs of Theorems [Tl and [[.2 are based on (2.2))
and the following analogue of Ball’s integral inequality for [}, which is the main
technical result of this paper.

~

a+2) .
(1+3)’ dyp :

hy(u) == \/ﬂ/ [Yp(s)[* ds , 2<u<oo.
0

@PT(141))?

5 Put

Theorem 2.2. Let 2 < p < 00, ¢ == =

—

Then

L Jm . 1 [m
hp(2) = 2\ d and hy(oco) = ulgrgo hp(u) = W
P

p
a) If d, < cp, we have hy(u) < hy(2) for all u

> 2, assuming additionally
dist(p,2N) > ﬁ, where A = 2. It also holds for A = p, if p > 50 and for
A=7p°, ifp>175.
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b) If ¢, < dp and p > 20, we have hy(u) < hy(o0) for all u > 2, assuming addition-
ally dist(p,2N) > (%)p.

We need some facts on the I'-function. Since I' is log-convex, the Digamma
function ¥ := (InT")’ is strictly increasing, ¥/ > 0. By Abramowitz, Stegun [AS],
6.3.16. and 6.4.10 we have for all x > 0

(2.4) V(1 +a) = —"H—Zk vy (1+x)227(k+1x)2,
k=1

where v ~ 0.5772 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. In particular, ¥'(1) = %2,
V(2) == —1and ¥'(3) = T° — 40 [AG], 6.4.5.

Lemma 2.3. The equation ¢, = dp has ezactly one solution py € (2,00), po =
26.265, with hyy(2) = hpy(00). Forpo <p <00, dy, <cp and hy(co) < hy(2). For
2 <p<po, cp <dp and hp(2) < hp(00).

Proof. The equation ¢, = d, is equivalent to Oleszkiewicz’s condition in [O]
2 1 3
3 2»T (1 + ;)

B(p) == p W

Note that ¢(2) = 1, lim,_, ¢(p) = % < 1. We show that ¢ is strictly increasing in
p € (2,p1) and strictly decreasing in p € (p1,00), where p; ~ 4.192. We have

(Ino) (p) = —I% (2ln2+3\11 (1+ %) _ 30 (1+ g)) ,

We claim that F(p) := ¥(1 + %) — 01+ %) is increasing for p € (2,00): Since

2 6

2% — S
F'(p) = z(30'(1+3) = W' (1+)), @) yields F'(p) = 15 372, m >0
for all p > /3, in particular for p > 2. Thus F and 21n 2+ 3F are strictly increasing
n (2,00), with 2In2+3F(2) = —2(1—-1n2) < 0, using ¥(3) - ¥(3) = —3, cf. [AS],
6.3.4. However, for p =5, 2In2 + 3F(5) > 0. Hence there is exactly one zero p;
of 2In2 4 3F(p) = 0 in the interval (2,5), p1 ~ 4.192. For 2 < p < p1, (Ing)’ >0
¢ is increasing, and for p; < p < oo, (Ing) < 0, ¢ is decreasing. For p — oo,
(Ing) — 0 and ¢(p) — % < 1. Thus ¢(p) = 1 has exactly one solution py € (2, 00),
po =~ 26.265. One may check e.g. that ¢(26) > 1 > ¢(27). O

=1.

1 12
Lemma 2.4. (a) As a function of p, dp, = W

do = = and limy o0 dp = 7 ~ (0.15915.

r(1+3)
(b) As a function of p, ¢p = 1 F(1+ )

where po >~ 9.1147, with co = 4, hlrnpHOO cp = 6 and cp, ~ 0.15715.
For p = py ~ 26.265 we have cp, = dp, ~ 0.1609. Further ci5 ~ 0.1584.

decreases in [2,00), with

decreases in [2,p2) and increases in (p2,00),

Proof. (a) We have d—p(lnd )=—12 Z(In2+ (1 + )) < 0.
(b) We get £- (lncp) - ( (1—1—%) 3 (1+ )) =: Fp(f). By (Z4]) ¥’ is decreasing
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[}

and for 0 <z < 3, 0 — 40 — W/(3) < ¥/(1 4 ) < ¥'(1) = & This implies for all

9
p > 2 that

1 3 1 1 /13 2
P= (o0 (143w (14 1)) 2 £ (B ) 2 220

Hence F is increasing in [2, 00). Since F'(9) < —0.012, F/(10) > 0.084, F has exactly
one zero ps € [2,00), p2 =~ 9.1147. Thus ¢, is decreasing in [2, p2) and increasing in
(p2,00). For all p € [2,00), ¢, > ¢p, >~ 0.15715. O

We now prove Theorems [T and [2 using (2:2]) and Theorem 22l which we will
verify later.

Proof of Theorem [1.1]

i) Since 7, is the normalized Fourier cosine transform of exp(—r?), Plancherel’s
theorem yields

hp(2) = \/5/000 FYP(S)Q ds = F(li\/ilyg /OOO exp(—Tp)2 dr
o
1 T 1 1

(25) = Wﬁjﬂ—%/o vp 1 exp(—v) dv

T 1 [n

a 2%+%F(1+l) 2\ d,
P

For u > 2, hyp(u) = [;°
and

;/m <1—;_27"2) exp(—r”) dr =1— iir (%) a
) Yo ! v

Tp (\%)‘ ds. Since cos(sr) =1— 52;2 +O(r*) near r = 0

ii) Let a = (az)7—; € S"~!. Assume first that all a; satisfy 0 < a; < % We
may assume a; > 0 for all j. In Theorem [Tl d, < ¢, and hence by Theorem

hp(u) < hy(2) for all u > 2. Then (22), Holder’s inequality with -7, a3 = 1 and
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hp(u) < hpy(2 )foru—a > 2 imply

An,p(a)—F( > / H% a;s)

p J=1
<r(1+1) 2% (2) =227 = A, ,(a®@)
— — = P = n a 5
— P T P sP

where the last two equalities are a direct consequence of the formula for h,(2) in

@3) and of @2.2)).

iii) Let a = (a;)}—, € S*™', a; > 0 and a; > \/— Then a; < \/iﬁ for all j > 2.
Consider the ”cylinder”

Z:={x=(21,...,%n) ER" | (22,...,2,) € By ", ;1 ER } .
Then B) N at C ZNat. Let Q : R® — R" be the orthogonal projection onto

(@) and T = R® — R” be given by T'(ta + x) = ta) + Qz, where x € a*. In
matrix terms

ay as an
T_ —asa; 1— a% ... —aoQy
—an a1 vee —QpQp_1 1 — a%

Then Ta = a*) and for any x = (v1,22,...,7,) € R" with (a,x) = 0 we have

Tx = (0,2,...,2,). Thus T projects ZNa* onto By~ = BrN(aM)*L. Calculation
shows that det(T") = a; and hence

vol,_1(Z Na%t) 1

An P S A—
;P(a/) = VOlnfl(Bg_l) al

l\)b—‘

<2275 = A, ,(a®),

if a; > 27~ 2. This proves A, p( ) < App(a?) foralla € S71 except possibly for
those a with a; € (\f f) ; an interval of length |I,| < 55 for p > po.

iv) Suppose that a € I, or that dist(p,2N) < 27P. If ay € I, choose 2 < p <

q < oo with \}— \/— < ay and dist(q,2N) > 279, If ay ¢ I, but dist(p,2N) < 277,

choose 2 < p < ¢ < oo with dist(q,2N) > 279, Since A, ,(a) is increasing in p by
Meyer, Pajor [MP], we have A,, ,(a) < A, 4(a). Then by iii)

An,p(a) < Apgla) <A, q( )) =27 qA (a(2 ) < 2;An,p(a(2)) .
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Proof of Theorem

i) Let a = (a;)}_; € S" ' with0 < a; < % forall j =1,...,n. We may assume
a; > 0 for all j. Suppose that 20 < p < po. Then ¢, < d, and h,(u) < hy(oco0) for
all u > 2 by Theorem[Z2] Similarly as in part ii) of the previous proof we find with

_ -2
u=a;">2

a?

The last equality is a consequence of ([Z2]) and the dominated convergence theorem,
1\ 2 [~ s \"
] My — i )z 2
i Ao = i (14 0) 2 [T ()
1\ 2 [ 2\"
= lim F(1+—>—/ (1—cp8—) ds
1\ 2
—r(1+5)2
p) ™

i) If a; > %, the same argument as in iii) of the previous proof shows that
Appla) < % Hence Theorem will be valid for all a € S"! with a1 >

3
%lf((lljf)l =: ¢(p). The function ¢ is convex in (2,pg): Calculation yields that
P

signum(¢” (p)) = signum(¢(p)), where
P(p) = [\I/ (1—1—%) - (1+%)] [3\11 (1—1—2) —3v (1—1—%) —|—4p]
+ {6\1/’ (1+ %) — 20’ (1+ %)} :

The first summand is positive, since ¥ is increasing due to the log-convexity of T,
and for the second summand (2Z4) yields

6@’(1+§)—2W’<1+1)—ii il >0
p p) = (k+22(k+5)2 7

We have that ¢(p) > % + % + ﬁ holds for p = 20 and p = py. Thus by convexity

of ¢, a1 > %—l—%—l—ﬁ implies a1 > ¢(p) for all 20 < p < po. O
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Conjecture. We conjecture that for 2 < p < pp and n > 2 the maximal
hyperplane section of B} is either given by (a®)L or by (a(™)*,

An,p(a) < maX(An,p(a(Q))v An,p(a(n))) )

where a® only occurs for relatively small n < N (p). The motivation for the
conjecture is that the p-analogue h,(u) of Ball’s integral function, which by the
above proof is closely related to Anyp(a(")) for u = n, seems to decrease first for
u > 2 close to 2 and then increase to lim,,—,o hp(n) > hp(2), at least for 5 < p < po.
The value N (p) should be approximately the smallest value n such that hp(n) >
hp(2). Numerical evaluation of (Z2]) yields e.g.

Agg(a®) =25 ~1.260 > Az (a®) ~ 1.250 ,

Aug(a®) =28 ~1.297 > Agg(a™®) ~ 1.295 > Ay 5(a®) ~ 1.270 .
For 2 < p < 4.3, h, seems to increase in the full interval (2, c0), at least we have
by numerical evaluation that

e =5 / ()2 ds 13 / (@) I ()] du

1 oo
— /T4 VE [ (P )] du> 0
8V dp 0

e.g. hy(2) > 0.009, b} 5(2) > 0.002. But h} 5(2) < —0.002. Thus we conjecture
that for 2 < p < 4.3, the main diagonal a(™ should yield the maximal hyperplane
section for all dimensions n. In this respect, note also that, by Koldobsky [KI,
Chapter 7, for p < 2 we have Anﬁp(a(")) < Ay, p(a) for all @ € S™71 which implies
dipAn,p(aﬂp:g < %An)p(a(")ﬂp:g, since A, 2(a) = An2(a™). If the inequality
were strict, we could conclude that A, ,(a) < A, ,(al™) for p > 2 close to 2. The
conjecture is that this holds up to p = 4.3 for all a € S™~ 1.

To prove Theorem 2:2] we will use the following ingenious distribution function
result of Nazarov, Podkorytov [NP]. Let (€2, 1) be a measure space. The distribu-
tion function F' of a measurable function f : 2 — R>( is defined by

Fl)=u{seQ| f(s)>z},z>0.

Proposition 2.5. Let (2, 1) be a measure space, f,g:Q — R>q be measurable and
F, G be their distribution functions, assumed to be finite for every x > 0. Suppose
that there is ug € (0,00) such that g* — f* € L1(Q, pu) for all u > ug. Assume
further that there is xo > 0 such that the difference G — F' changes sign from — to
+, i.e. G(z) < F(z) for all x € (0,z9) and G(x) > F(x) for all x > xo. Then the
function

1
h(u) == — [ (¢ = f*) dp
’U,./L'g Q
is increasing i u € [ug,00). In particular, if [,(g"° — f"°) du > 0 holds, we also
have [(g" — f*) dp >0 for all u > ug.

We will apply this to f = |y,| and g(s) = exp(—d,s?) and uy = 2 to prove
Theorem [Z2] (a). Note that

o 1
\/ﬂ/ exp(—dps*)* ds = =, [T
0 2V dyp
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is independent of u and we get a bound of Ay (u) = v/u [ [7,(s)[* ds for all u > uy.

While the distribution function of G is easily determined, G(z) = ,/ d—lp In(1),

the estimate of the distribution function of |v,| is more complicated and requires
some information on the decay of +,(s), which we will investigate in the next section.

3. DECAY OF 7,

To estimate the distribution function of |7y,|, we need some results on the decay
of v,(s), for s close to zero, asymptotically in s, and in the medium range for s.
We start with the estimate close to zero.

3
Proposition 3.1. Let 5 <p < 00, ¢ 1= %Egliig Then for all0 < s <3
(5) < exp(—cps?) , (0) =1.
Proof. i) Using the series expansion of cos(sr), we find
1 o0
vp(s) = 7/ cos(sr) exp(—rP) dr
r(1+1)J
p
1 = g [0
=— (—1)"—/ 2" exp(—rP) dr
r(1+1) r;) (2m)tJo
S g S
= s =% (=1)"ap(n)s°™ .
= 2”+1) r(1+1) =

. . 2 .
The series expansion of exp(—cps?) is

% r(i+2)\ o0 o )
exp(—c,s?) = Z(_l)" épEH;g = Z(—l) by(n)s?

n=0 n=0

The first two terms in both series coincide. Therefore 7,(s) < exp(—c,s?) will be
satisfied for 0 < s < 3, if for all even integers n > 2

(3.1) by(n) — by(n+1)s% > a,(n) — ap(n + 1)s?
holds. We have for 0 < s <3

2 52 F( + %)
bp(n) — byl + 1)5% = by(n) -0,

6 n+1 1
R

, g2 r (1 I 2np+3)

ap(n) —ap(n+1)s* =ap(n) | 1 — >0
2(n+1)(2n+3 2n+1
(n+1)( )r(1+ : )
Hence (B)) is equivalent to
&2 r 1+2"+3

(3.2) boln) . Cy(n) > Dy(n) :=
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For n = 0 both values are 1.

ii) We claim that Cj(n) is increasing in n > 2 for all p. Differentiation shows

3
d 1143 2 2n + 1
= (In(Cy(n))) = 20(2n+2) — ¥(n+1)+1n —u iy (1+ n > .
dn 6 (1 + l) P p
P

. 1Ta+2)
Let E(n,p) := ln(EF(H%)
in p for all n (and negative), and then E(n,p) > E(n,2) will imply

d

- (I0(Cy(n))) 2 20(2n+2) — Y(n+1) — 22— ¥ (n+ g) _o0,

)— %\If(l + %) We will show that E(n,p) is increasing

where the last equality is a consequence of the duplication formula for the Digamma
function ¥, ¥(2z) = 1 U(z)+ 12U (2+3)+1n2, see Abramowitz, Stegum [AS], 6.3.8.
Thus Cp,(n) will be increasing in n. As for E(n,p), we have

d
2
)
P (n,p)

M+ 1 1 3 m+ 1 M+ 1
=2w<1+ nt )+w(1+—)-3w(1+—>+2iw’(1+ nt )
p p p p p

22\1:<1+§>+\1/(1+1)—3\1/(1+§) ,
p P P

using that ¥ is increasing, ¥’ > 0, since I' is log-convex. Calculation using (24)
shows that

5 1 3 2 k—2
2\11<1+—)+\If<1+—>—3\1/(1+—>_— P >0
p p P p;(k+%)(/€+%)(k+%)

for p > 3. In fact, the sum of the first four terms (and thus the full sum) is positive
for all p > 2. Thus E(n,p) is increasing in p for all n > 2.

We next show that Dp(n, s) is decreasing in n > 2 for all p > 5 and s > 0,

I e
D,(n) = C 2D T(1+ 225 1 — By(n)s?
= ey T A

- 6+ r(1+1)

This is equivalent to
(3.3)
(Ap(n) = Ap(n+1)) = (Bp(n) = Bp(n+1))+5*(Ap(n+1)By(n) — Ap(n) By(n+1)) 2 0.

The coefficient of s? is non-negative if and only if

2
(3.4) (2n+5)r<1+2”p+3> z(2n+3)r<1+2”;5>r<1+2";1).

We have equality for p = 2 and claim that I(p) := 2In(I'(1 + 2”?%3)) — In(T'(1 +
2’;%5))—111(1"(14—%)) is increasing in p > 2, so that (3.4]) will hold. Differentiation
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shows, using again (24)),
2 g/
p” U'(p)

2+ 5
= (2n+5)0 (1+ nt

2n+1

)+(2n+1)\11 (1+

) —2(2n+3)¥ (1+ 2n+3)

k
= - E >0
pk 1(k+ 2n+5)(k_,’_ 2n+5)(k_,’_ 2n+5)

Therefore the coefficient of s? in ([33) is positive.
By the log-convexity of T', T'(1 + %)2 <T(1+ %)F(l + %) This yields for
the first two terms in ([B3])

(n) (n+1) F(1+%)
Ap,(n) —Ap(n+1) = ,
P
B() B( +1>< 1 1 1—‘(1—1—271;:-3)
n) — n - )
) » “\2n+1)(2n+3) 2(n+2)(2n+5) r(1+2n+1)
P

Again by the log-convexity of T, forac:l—i—% and 0 < 0 = % <1

[ (14 223 2
D(z40) <T(x)' Tz + 1) =2T(z) , M < (1 + M)

r (1 + %) p
Therefore
(Ap(n)=Ap(n+1)) = (Bp(n) — Bp(n+1))
1 F(H%)_ 12n 4 21 (1 2n+1)5
“6(n+1)(n+2) F(1+%) (2n+3)(2n +5) P

r(1+2)

By Lemma 24 (b), T 2 0.9429 for all p > 2. The negative term in the last

inequality is maximal for n = 2, and it is < 0.9426 for all p > 5. Thus B3) is
satisfied for all p > 5 and s > 0.

Since Cp(n) is increasing in n and Dy(n,s) is decreasing in n for p > 5
> 0, the worst case for (B:2) to hold is n = 2. We have to prove that
> D,(2,s) for all 0 < s < 3. Since

p? d%ln(cp(z)) =5V (1+ §> + U (1+ 1) -6V (1+%)

8 — k
:Ez; k+3)(k+ 1)k + 2 5y >0

iii)
ds
Cp(2)

2 Ta+D)
. . . - 1 5 1_EF<1+%)
Cp(2) is strictly increasing in p with lim,, o C,(2) = 5. Also D, (2, ) = — o
T Bra+d)
. . . . . F(1+1) 7. .
is strictly increasing in p for all p > 5and 0 < s < 3: 1 < F(l——i-i) <3is strictly
P
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3

decreasing and % is strictly increasing for p > po ~ 9.1147. For p € [5,p2),
P

- oo . r(+%) : ra+3)

D,(2,s) is increasing in p, since F(l—+§) decreases relatively faster than e +§)'

Namely, we have for 5 < p < po

L 1(1+2) | 2r()
arr(1+l) 1 37 18r(1+1)
iy S 1T T
dpT(1+5) -~ 427(1+3)

where the maximum on the left side occurs for p = 5 and the minimum on the right
side for s = 3 and p = p,. Further, D,(2, s) is increasing in s for all p.

Define a decreasing sequence 2 < p, < oo as follows: Let p; := oco. Since
2 =D, (2,3) < Cp, (2) = 2 and Cp(2) and Dy (2, 3) are strictly increasing in p with
C2(2) = D9(2,3) =1, there is a unique p2, 2 < pa < p1 = oo such that D,,(2,3) =
Cp,(2). Then for all po < p < p1, Cp(2) > Cp,(2) = Dy, (2,3) > Dp(2,3). If
(Pn—1,Pn)n>2 have been chosen with 2 < p, < p,—1 and C,,(2) = D,, ,(2,3)
such that Cp(2) > Dp(2,3) for all p, < p < pp—_1, choose 2 < p,11 < p, with
Cp,.1(2) = Dy, (2,3). Note that p,1 > 2 since C5(2) = D2(2,s) = 1. Then for
all ppt1 < p < pn, Cp(2) > Cyp,,,(2) = Dy, (2,3) > D,y(2,3). Numerical evaluation
yields po ~ 8.6, p3 ~ 5.31 and ps ~ 4.76. Hence for all p > 5 and 0 < s < 3,
Cp(2) > Dy(2,3) > Dp(2,5), i.e. (B2) holds. This proves Proposition B O

Remarks. (1) The estimate is also true for 2 < p < 5, though more tedious to
prove by the method used.
(2) In Konig, Koldobsky [KK], Lemma 4.1, a similar inequality was proven in a
different context, where information on the real zeros of the Fourier transform of a
specific function was available. Proposition Bl might be shown (easier than here)
by a modification of that technique, provided one would know that the (real and
complex) zeros (zn)nen of yp satisfy R(z,) > 3+ (z,,) for all n. We have not been
able to prove this.

Lemma 3.2. Let 2 < p < oo. Then for any s > 0

o ) p (14 1) o] < 122
hence
1 in(s)| 1.016
'W@”EI(1+%)<SS -1
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Proof. We have
(14 2) 00

S

= ’/01 cos(sr) (1 —exp(—rP)) dr — /100 cos(sr) exp(—rF) dr

1 00
_/ (1 —exp(— dr—l—/ exp(—
0 1
=1 —/ exp(— / exp(—
0 1

—1—F<1+;)+2/1 t2 =" exp(—t) dt = ¢(p) .

We claim that ¥(p) := pp(p) is increasing in p. We find

) =1 1 1 Y2 [T _
P'(p)=1 I‘(l+p>+I‘(1+p>p\If(l+p) p2/1 t In(t) exp(—t) dt .

It follows from (2.4) that ¥(1 + %) > —y+4(1 - ln2) > —y+ Ql for all p > 2.
Further 2 [ t7% In(t) exp(—t) dt < 3. This implies

, 1 v 61 31
30 vwz1-r (4 ]) (14 2-25) - o
For all p > 2, I‘(l + 1) <1- —|— 12, whereas for 2 < p < 4 the better estimate
Ir'(l+ %) <1- —i— holds Usmg these estimates in ([B.06]), calculation shows
that 1/1( ) >0 for all p > 2. Therefore ¢(p) = po(p) < limpoo(p) = v +

2 [°t7! exp(—t) dt =+ 2Fi(1,1) < 1.016 and (B3) follows. Here Ei denotes
the exponential integral function. (I

For 15 < p < oo, we need a better, slightly more complicated estimate for «,(s)
in the medium range for s > 0.

Lemma 3.3. For 15 <p < oo and s > 0 let

Dy (s) = <Esm(8) + 5 sin((1 — 5)8)> sin(2) |

19 s 19 s
Then for all s > 0

By =T (141 ) ()] <

where N = 7.857 for 175 < p < 0o, N = 8.003 for 26 < p < 175 and N = 8.62 for
15 < p < 26. Hence

1 1
p(s)| > w(@p(sn - N—p) .

p

The function ®, may be also written as

1
D,(s) = 1—9\/221 + 140 cos(25)

where ap(s) = arctan( ooin(2y) )

144+5cos(22) /-
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Proof. In Lemma [3.21 we approximated e,(r) := exp(—7?) just by 1j9 1)(r). We now
use a better piecewise linear approximation k, € C[0, 00). Define

1 rehy,:=[0,1-12
oy (r) = wp(l—1)+35 1E€DLy:= (1——1—;)
P Lpl—r)+5 rely,:= [1——1+p]
0 r€lyy = (1—|— , 00)

We claim that [ |e,(r) — ky(r)| dr < Nva with the value N given in the statement
of Lemma
Let ¢1(p) := fh,puh,p lep(r) —kp(r)| dr = fh,p(l_eXp( 7)) dr—|—f1 exp rP) dr.
Then 1 (p) := pp1(p) is increasing in p, similarly as in the proof of Lemma 3.2
with

Yi(p) < lim ¢y (p) =7 -3 +/ L exp(—r) dr

p=roo xp(—3) "

< 1
+/ = exp(—r) dr =: 1)1(00) < 0.06791 .
exp(1) T

Define ¢o(p) := [}, JUls, lep(r) — kp(r)| dr and ¥2(p) := po2(p). The substitution
(

z =1— £(1 —r) transforms the intervals Iy, and I3, onto Jy := [, %] and
Jy = [, 1E]. We get
10 73 25
—10 - =1 2)P) (e — 2| d
a0) =10 [ fexp(—(1 = 21— 0)) - (33~ |
10 7t 70
10 - =1 —2)) - (=~ — —2)| dx .
#10 [ Jexp(—1 = 20 -0)) - (ff - 5| do
Denote I,(z) = exp(—[1 — %(1 — x)]?)), which is decreasing in p for all z in
J =[5, 1], since (1+ )P is increasing in p for |y| < p. Note that [,(x) converges

uniformly on J to loo(x) = exp(—exp(—10 (1 — z))). For z = 1 we have equality

(1) = lo(1) = . With Ay (z) = 2 — 222 and X2(z) = I — D32 we have

Pa(p) =10 [ |lp(x) — Ai(x)| dz + 10/ [lp(x) — Aa(x)] dx .
J1 Jo
Let ¢ < p < co. Then l,(z) > I,(x) and the triangle inequality yields

i (p) — alg)] < 10 /J (o) — (@) dz =2 ¥s(p.q) -

The claim [ |ep(r) — kp(r)| dr < Nip means that ¥(p) = ¥1(p) + ¥2(p) < +-
Since 17 is increasing in p and ¥s3(p, ¢) is increasing in p for any fixed ¢, ¢ < p, we
find for all 26 < p < oo that

Y(p) < 1(00) +12(26) + ¥3(p, 26) < 11 (00) + 12(26) + 3(00, 26) .

We know already 1 (c0) < 0.06791. Numerical integration yields 12(26) < 0.05675
and 3(00,26) < 0.01993, so that ¢(p) < 0.1446 < + with N = 6.9. To find the
better values of N stated in Lemma [3.3] one has to apply the previous procedure
to a sequence of points, namely p; = oo, ps = 600, p3 = 175, ps = 120, ps = 73,
pe = 43 and py = 26 and use for p;11 <p <p; for j =1,...,6 that

P(p) < Y1(pj) + Y2(pjgr) + 3P, pjs1) < Vi(pj) + Y2(Pjr1) + ¥3(pj, pjg1) =: Cj .
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Numerical integration of 11 (p;), 1¥2(pj+1) and ¥3(p;, pj4+1) for j = 1,...,6 yields
that C1,Ca < == and C; < g5 for j = 3,...,6. Hence ¥ (p) < 4 for all p with
26 < p < 0o. The scheme with several points p; yields a better result, since 11 (p)
is strictly increasing in p. We have e.g. 1(43) < 0.0602 < 0.0679 < 1)1(c0). For
15 < p < 26, let py = 26, ps = 22.3, pg = 18.5 and p19 = 15. Use ¥2(p;) instead of
2(pj+1) to find for all p with p;4+1 <p <p; for j =7,8,9 that

¥(p) < v1(p;) + v2(pj) + ¥3(p,pjs1) < ¥1(p;) + ¥2(pj) + ¥3(pj,pjs1) =: Dj .

Numerical evaluation gives D; < g4 62 for j =7,8,9.

Thus [, |ep(r) — kp(r)| dr < 5 for all p > 15. This implies

/OOO cos(sr) exp(—r") dr — /OOO cos(sr) ky(r) dr

o0 1
< e,(r)—Fk,(r)| dr < — .
| et =ar <

Explicit integration yields

= sin(s sin((1 = 2)s)\ sin(2
Acmm@@m:<% (s) , 5 sinll ﬁ))(ﬁ:%@'

s 19 s 2
P
To verify the alternative form of ®,(s) with only one Sm(ss;a) term, let y := 21—5)
and define o = arctan (%) Then tan(a) = %(Lzz), which implies
cos(ar) = ——2E0csW) _ gip(q) = ——2W ___ Therefore with (1 —)s =s—y
/2214140 cos(y)’ /2214140 cos(y)’
14 ) 1 . .
T sin(s) + E sin(s —y) = T (sin(s)(14 + 5 cos(y)) — 5 cos(s) sin(y))

=19 \/221 + 140 cos(y) (sin(s) cos(a) — cos(s) sin(a))

1
= —/221 + 140 cos(y)sin(s — a) .
19
O

Remarks. (1) Let 3(y) := arctan (71 42325321;)) Then £'(y) = 22114+;:Zé(yc);(5y)
5

This is zero for y1 = 7 £ arccos(73) and 3 has a maximum in y_ ~ 1.936, B(y_) =
arctan(3 \/%) ~ 0.3653 and a minimum in y; ~ 4.347, B(y4+) = — arctan(—f)
Hence |B(y)| < 0.3653 for all y. The function # is increasing in [0, y_] and decreas-
ing in [y—,y4]. It is positive in (0, 7) and negative in (m, 2m). For ap(s) = B(22) we
have that o, is increasing in s and decreasing in p, if 0 < 25 < y_. The converse
holds for y_ < 22 < y,. We have —% < By < 19,

estimate at y = 0 and for the lower estimate at y = 7.

with equahty for the upper

(2) Lemma B3 holds for 6 < p < 15, too, with N = 8. This implies ,(s) > 0
forall0 < s<3andp>6.

Corollary 3.4. Assume p > 15, 0 < s < L=p and s — ap(s) > [2]m. The as-
sumption is satisfied e.g. for s € [0,7], s € [3 255, 2], for s € [6.501,3n] and for
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s € [9.73,4n]. Put

Np’

1 i i — i sin(2 1
W (s) i - 221 + 140 cos(2f) min(| sin(s — a,(s))], | sin(s)|) (%)

19 P S %
with N as in Lemma[T3 Then T'(1 + %)|7p(s)| > W,(s), and for each s, W,(s) is

mcreasing in p.

Proof. The factors %\/221 + 140 cos(2§) and smé%) are strictly increasing in p

. S . . 1 . . . . y7 . o, .
since = is decreasing. Also — s increasing in p. If s < %p, ap(s) is positive

and decreasing in p, s — a,(s) < s is increasing in p. In intervals where |sin(z)| is
increasing, |sin(s — ay(s))| < | sin(s)| and min(] sin(s — a,(s))|, | sin(s)|) = | sin(s —
ap(s))]. This is increasing in p under our assumption that s — a,(s) > [2],
and hence ¥, (s) is increasing in p, too. In intervals where |sin(z)| is decreasing,
|sin(s — a,(s))| > |sin(s)| and min(]sin(s — ayp(s))], | sin(s)|) = |sin(s)]| is constant
in p.

We have s — a,(s) > 0, since ay(s) < %%s < s. Note that for p > 15 and
0<s<14, s < Lpis satisfied. For 0 < s < %=p, s — a,(s) is increasing in s and
in p, since a%(s—ap(s)) = %% > 0and 2 (s—ay(s) = 1—%B’(2§) >
1-— % > 0. This means that the valid inequality 3.255 — a15(3.255) > 7 implies
s—ap(s) > mforall p > 15 and s € [3.255, 27]. Similarly 6.501—c,(6.501) > 27 and
9.73 — @, (9.73) > 3 imply the other two claims when the assumption is satisfied

for s. O

Corollary 3.5. Let p > 15 and 0 < s < p. Forn € N and I, := [nm, (n+ 1)7] put
S | Then

S

Yn = maXseln

1
n + 130

s)| < , sel, .

We have y1 ~ 0.21723 with mazimum at s; ~ 4.493, yo ~ 0.12827 with mazimum
at so ~ 7.725. Hence |yp(s)| < 0.2336 for s € Iy and |y,(s)| < 0.1416 for s € I
for p > 15. Replacing 15 here by py ~ 26.265 yields |v,(s)| < 0.2267 for s € I; and
[7p(s)] < 0.1360 for s € Iy for any p > po.

Proof. For s < p, 22 < and ay(s) = 0. Hence for s — ay(s) € In

[sin(s — ap(s))| _ s —ap(s) |sin(s — ap(s))|
S s s —ap(s)

< Yn -

This is also true, if s € I,,, but s — a,(s) < nm: We have ay(s) < 0.37 < 2,
s — ap(s) > nm — 2, with

. 2 . /9
|sin(nT — )| _ sin(%) - 1 <.
nm — 2 nr—2 " (n+iHn
5 5 2
Ynt w5
Therefore for 5 € I, (1 + 1)9p(s)] < By(s) + 2 < g + 7 Ip(o)] < LT,

which is maximal for p = 15. The upper estimate for I; easily extends to [3,2x]. O
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Lemma 3.6. (a) Let 2 <p < co. The for any s > 0
scos(s) — sin(s) < 1.016

p

Fu+%wg$—

52

) < 1.0641 <§+%>
1“(14—;)

For s > 7 the constant 1.064 in the second inequality may be replaced by 1.016.

and

(b) Let 15 < p < oo. Then =y, is strictly convex in [2.5,5.5] with v(2.5) > 0
and v,(5.5) < 0. In [5.5,7] v, is strictly increasing with ~v,(7) > 0. Further, v, is
strictly concave in [7,8.5] and strictly decreasing in [8.5,10] with ~,(10) < 0.

Proof. (a) We have v,,(s) = 1“(1_—+1%) fooo sin(sr) r exp(—rP) dr and

’/000 sin(sr) 7 (1j,1)(r) — exp(=7P)) dr

< /01 r (1 —exp(—rP)) dr + /1007“ exp(—r”) dr

1 oo oo
=5 —/ r exp(—rP) dr + 2/ r exp(—rP) dr
0 1

% (1 -T (1+ %)) +1%/100t5_1 exp(—t) dt =: ¢(p) .

As in the proof of Lemma B2 ¢ (p) := po(p) is increasing in p, with ¥(p) <
v+ 2FEi(1,1) < 1.016. Hence, using fol sin(sr) r dr = Sm(s)_siscos(s),

1\ , scos(s) — sin(s) 1.016
‘I‘ <1 + 1—?) Yp(8) — = < .
For 0 < s < m, h(s) := |M| is bounded by 22 with maximum of

sh(s) at sg ~ 2.744. For s > m, h(s) is bounded by 121  the extrema oc-
curring for s satisfying 2scos(s) + (s — 2)sin(s) = 0, s ~ nr — 2. Therefore

D(1+ Dy ()] < 1064(2 + )

(b) We have 7,/ (s) = 1“(;—4:%) Jo~ cos(sr) r* exp(—rP) dr. Similarly as above we
find

‘/000 cos(sr) r2 (1[071] (r) — exp(—rP)) dr

1 e’}
S/o r2 (1j0,1)(r) — exp(—rP)) dr—i—/l exp(—rP) dr
1 3 2 [ s_ ~
= 5(1 -1+ ];)) +];/1 tr ! exp(—t) dt =: ¢(p) .

Again 9 (p) := pé(p) is increasing in p, with ¢ (p) < v + 2Ei(1,1) < 1.016. Hence

¥y (p) + fol cos(sr) r? dr| < —1'216. Since fol cos(sr) r? dr = (s~2) Sin(:g)”S cos(s) _
kl(s) 1V\gil‘56h k(s) < 7t for s € [2.5,5.5], as a standard investigation shows, 7//(s) >

11—, > 0forp > 15and v, is strictly convex in [2.5,5.5]. In [5.5, 7], the function
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I(s) = 2eese)osin(s) j¢ ositive with I(s) > . Hence by part (a), I (1 + %) Yp(s) >

52
= — % > 0, i.e. v, is strictly increasing there. Similarly we have in [7,8.5] that
k(s) > 35, 75 (s) <0 and in [8.5,10] that I(s) < TF, 7,(s) < 0.

The estimate ‘1—‘ (1 + %) Yp(s) — sin(s) | < % of Lemma yields v,(2.5) > 0,

s =

. sin(2.5 sin(5.5 — sin(7
7,,(5.5?)(1<0)0, ~p(7) > 0 and v,(10) < 0, since 2(_5 ) > 3 5(_5 ) < 5 7( ) > =
sin —1
and 0 < T11- [l

Pélya [Po] proved an asymptotic estimate for v,(s), see also Koldobsky [KI,
Lemma 2.28, if p > 2 is not an even integer. We need this with an error estimate.

Proposition 3.7. Let 5 <p < oo, p ¢ 2N. Then for any s > %L

1
|sin(52)|P
1 1
(3.7) ’I‘ (1 + 2—?) sPy,(s) = T(p+1) sin(%)‘ < 51"(19 +1) ‘sin(?)‘ :
For p > 10, % here may be replaced by %.

Proof. As in [Po], we integrate v,(s) by parts, substitute z = sP¢? and put § := s7P
to find

1+ %)spﬂﬂyp(s) = gPt! /000 cos(st) exp(—tP) dt
= ps? /000 sin(st) tP~1 exp(—t?) dt
= psPS </OOO exp(ist) P~ exp(—tP) dt)
=g (/OO exp(iz%) exp(—dz) dz> .
0

Fix 0 < # < . By analyticity, we may change the path of integration from [0, c0)

to exp(i0)[0, 00), since for large R > 0 and z = Rexp(i¢)

o ) ¢
}/ exp(iR? exp(i—)) exp(—dRexp(ip)) d(b}
0 p
0
L. ¢
< /0 exp(—R sm(;) —6Rcos(¢)) do , cos(¢p) >0

0 0
1. 2 a1
< /0 exp(— R sin(2) do < /0 exp(~ =R 9) do

20
5 (e 2222
2 R Tp 2R
which tends to zero for R — oco. Thus for z = r exp(i6)
1
r (1 + —)s”“%(s)
p
(3.8)

|

=g <exp(i9) /0 h exp <iré exp(i%)) exp(—6r cos(6)) exp(—idrsin(6)) dr) .
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As in Pélya [Po], we find for s — o0, § — 0

1 e 0
r (1 + —) Py, (s) = S (exp(i@)/ exp (ZTII) exp (z—)) dr>
p 0 p
(3.9) =3 (exp(i%)/ exp(—r7) dr) =T(p+1) sin(%) ,
0
where we used analyticity again to replace r exp(if)) by rexp(i%?).

To get the error estimate in (87), we have to estimate the difference between
the integrals in (8.8) and B.9). For a = exp(—drcos(h)), ¥ = —drsin(d), we find
using cos(#) > 0, sin(z) <z and 0 <1 —exp(—2z) <z for x >0

|1 — aexp(iv)|? = (1 — acos(v))* + a?sin(¢)? = (1 — a)? + 4asin <%)
= (1 — exp(—drcos(f)))” + 4exp (=67 cos(6)) sin <L sin(@))

2
. 2
< (61 cos(9))? + 4 (M) = (6r)?,

ie. |1 —aexp(iy)| < ér. This implies

‘1" (1 + %) s”+17p(s) —T(p+1)sin (%p) ’

< / or| exp (’LT% exp (zg)> ‘ dr = 5/ r exp (—T% sin <Q>) dr=:1.
0 p 0 p

Substituting u = r» sin(z) ie. r= (ﬁ—)) , we get with § = s7P

= 5/ exp(—u) du
SlIl
1I'2p+1) 1
__op T'(2p) = (2p+1)

9 0 :
sin(};)? 2 sin( )P 5P
This holds, in particular, for the choice § = 7. To prove (3.7), it suffices that

1F2p—|—1 1 1 . TP
@+ D1 1n 1) psin(®D))

2 sin(g; )% P2 2
which means
<r(2p + 1)) 1 1
L(p+1) sin(g;; )2 |sm(”—2p)|% .

==

We claim that hq(p) := (% 1;((25:11))) is decreasing in p. We have

() () = = 5k0) . k) =t (T2 ) 14 9+ 1) - 202+ 1)
> 0. Thus it
1) — 49/ (2p + 1)).
|, 6.3.8, 20(22) =
). For z = p+ %

To show that k is positive, note that k(1) = v+ In2 -1 >

suffices to show that k'(p) > 0. We find ¥'(p) = 1 + p(¥'(p +
AS
V(2

=

By the duphcatlon formula for ¥, see Abramowitz, Stegun [
U(z) + U(z + )+ 2In2. Hence 49/(22) — ¥/(z + %) =
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we get 40’ (2p—|— 1) —U(p+ 1) = U'(p+1). Thus k'(p) =1—p¥'(p+ 3). By
@D, V(p+3)= Zkl(kJr Iy Let y :==p — 3. Thenforanykerehave
k+1 o o 1
R = e nd it gy ¥ e = v =
Therefore k'(p) = 1— pzk 1 m > 0. Hence hq is decreasing in p. It is easily

verified that ha(p) := psin(g; ) is increasing in p. Let h(p) := :;épp))z. Then h(p) is

decreasing in p and ( 1‘((2;:11))) sin(11)2 < h(p)p3. This proves Proposition B.7 for
2p

s> h(p)%. We have h(5) < 2, h(10) < 2, h(60) < 2 and lim, o h(p) =
|sin(Z)?

13 < 0.597. O

For even integers p € 2N, the decay of ~,(s) is not polynomial but exponential in
nature. Boyd [Bo] proved the following asymptotic expansion: Let p € 2N, p > 4.
Then for large s > 0

1 o 1 o1 s\ 71
1+ - s) ~ ex (— —1) sin (——) (—) )><
( p)’YP( ) p 1p2(p 1)8 ’{2 11 p (p ) 2p_ 1 p

(3.10)  x cos ((p— 1) cos (gﬁ) (;)pyl - gi%f) .

There is no explicit error estimate, but the basic order of decay is exp(—apsp_ﬁl),
and thus slower than exp(—d,s?®) for p > 2. (In [Bo|] there is a misprint which
is corrected in (3I0).) For p §é 2N and s << p?, @BI0) also seems to give a
reasonably good approximation of T'(1 + %)'yp(s), as indicated by numerical plots.

Actually, both orders for p € 2N and p ¢ 2N roughly coincide, i.e. exp(—apsﬁ) ~
Bps~ PV if s ~ p?In(p). Thus a possible conjecture for p ¢ 2N would be that
Proposition B.7 is valid for s > ¢ p?In(p), and that 7, has no real zeros for s >
¢ p? In(p) for a suitable constant ¢ > 0. Pélya [Po] showed that for p ¢ 2N, 7, has
only finitely many real zeros, but at least 2[5] of them, and infinitely many complex
ZETOS.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section we prove the main technical result of the paper. Lemmas

and show that the graph of |v,| resembles the one of bm(s for s < p. The

estimate of the distribution function of |v,| will be based on the following result on

the distribution function of |5“‘(s |

sin s) |

Proposition 4.1. Let Fy;,. denote the distribution function of |==>|, i.e.

Fsznc()—/\<{ >0’|81n I}>,O<I<1
Then for any 0 < x < 5 5
21 27
Fsinc = —— T T4
(z) Tx 16

Proof. Let 0 < = < %,deﬁneneNandO§9< lby% =n+ 0. Let
I; .= ((j — Dm,jn] for j =1,...,n. For s € I, |@| > |H?¥| and hence with
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e — _J
JTr = "o

A{s e 1 | [n)

S

n+0

| > 2}) = A({s € I; | | sin(s)]

=7 —2 arcsin(n " 0) = 2 arccos(
for 2 <j<mnand A{s € I | |sin(s)| > n+r9}) = 7 — arcsin(
2 arccos(—

n-+ 9)
%) = arcsin(n%re) +
+75)- Therefore
1 1
Fsinc —) = i
(nﬂ') arcsin(

n—|—9) +2j;arccos( J

n -+ 9)
= arcsin( L )+ 2iarcc0s( J )—7
n-+0 = n-+0 '
Let h(y) := arccos(;;45). By the Euler - Maclaurin summation formula
& " h(0) + h(n " 1
> hG) =/ h(y) dy + MO + i) +/ (v =yl —3) W' (y) dy .
7=0
We have h'(y) = — 1

Voo E

: —k(y). Then —foé(y — %) k(y) dy > 0, and
substituting z =25 —y for j = 1,...,n, we find
/j
jf

1
2

(y—(j—%

J+3
VR = [ G+ 5) k) dy
[ -tk ay [

_1
2

1
d .
2 v+ /j_ 1
since k is increasing in y. Therefore

(-~ (G~ 3) b(2j ~2) d= 20,
[ az- [

1
Further, substituting y = (n + )z,

%(y—n+ 5) k(y) dy

/Onh(y) dy—(n—l—@)/oniearccos(y) dy:(n+9)—(n+9)/

1
With 7(0)

n

arccos(y) dy .
wie
5, h(n) = arccos(;15) and arcsin(z) > z we find
7T
Fiine(x) >2(n+0) — =

1 1
2+n——|—9_2(n+9)/

arccos(y) dy
7119
n —n+ 1
+ arccos(Lo) -2 L;Q dy
T n-1V(n+6)?*—y
=2(n+6)— =

5 + ey + 2arccos(

n
n—|—9)
n_ 1
+ (2n — 1) arccos( 2

+9)—2\/(%+9)(2n+9—1)

:2(n+6) — g + ¢n(6)

23
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For each n € N, the function ¢,, is concave in 6, since calculation shows

2 2 1)2

R e 2"(7(”‘9(;41‘2;;9 R . R
\/(5 +0)2n+6-3)

Thus for any n € N, the minimum of ¢, is attained for either # = 0 or § = 1. For

0 = 0, we have ¢,(0) = L + (2n — 1)arccos(l — 5-) — 24/n — 1, which has the

derivative L ¢,,(0) = —% + 2 arccos(1 — &) — 2—”{1. By the series development

of arccos, we have 2arccos(l — o) > %(1 + 51-). Using this, one checks that

L $,(0) > 0 for n > 9. Therefore ¢,,(0) > ¢9(0) > —0.112 for n > 9 and also for
n =2,...,8 by direct verification. A similar investigation shows that ¢, (1) attains
larger (negative) values that ¢,(0). Since —Z — 0.112 > —27 we conclude that
Fyine(x) > 2(n+6) — 22 = 21 _ 21, O

T 16"

For the investigation of the distribution function of |7,| we need some information

on the first |@|—type bumps of the graph of |v,| which we state in the next two
Lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Let p > 15. Then v,(s) > 0 for all 0 < s < 3.11 and 7,(s) < 0 for
3.4 < s <58 Ifv(s) < _Wl(w then s > w. Further, v, is strictly decreasing in
[3,4]. FOTSE[O 7] we have: if”yp() .8 > 248, if y(s) < 5,5 = 2.75, if
Yo(s) < &5, s > 2.8 and if v(s) < 55, s > 2.966.

Proof. Let p > 15. Lemma B3 yields with 15 + & =1 that

(5)> T 1) (5) > o) 1 min (Sin( ), sin((1 — —) )) sin(2) 1
Yp(8) = + = )p(s) = §)— = = — — -
: P T Np s s Np
9 ,, sin((1—2)s) 242 132 sin(z) -

If (1= 2)s < 3, we have f.z (1—2)z = 153, since == is decreas-
ing in [0,7], and s < 2% implies sin(s) > 32 sm(%%). This yields ®,(s) >
%%sm(l—g%)bm(“) > 0.53, hence y,(s) > 053 — 35 > 5. If 2 < (1— —)s <s<m,

26
sin((1 — %) s) > sin(s) and

1 sin(s) sin(¥) 1
> - > —

o) 2 (o) = = AT
The function h is decreasing with v,(2.48) > h(2 48) > -, 7,(2.75) > h(2. 75) %
1p(2.8) > h(2.8) > . 7,(2.966) > h(2.966) > L and 7,(3.11) > h(3.11) > - >

0.

By Lemmam F(1+1_1))’-Yp(s) S SinS(S) + 1.(1))16 Sln(S) + Slnce Sln(S) < _ﬁ fOI'
all s € [3.4,5.8], we have 7,(s) < 0 there. Further, Lemma 1mphes for s € [%,4]

1 scos(s) —sin(s) 1 1
Pt S i _
ra+ ) o(s) < = 14< 100<0
as a standard analysis of k(s) = M shows. Therefore v, is strictly de-

creasing in [1,4]. (It is also decreasing in [0, ] which we do not require here.)
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For p > 15, (1 + 1) > 23, 1If ,(s) < —1f5, Lemma B3 yields that ®,(s) <
ra+ %)'yp(s) + 535 < —2 5+ 135 < 0. Since for s € [3,27] we have sin(5) >0
and a,(s) > 0, we conclude from ®,(s) < 0 that sin(s — a,(s)) < 0 and hence
§>8—ap(s) >m. O

Lemma 4.3. Let p > 15, x1(p) := maxs>3 |7p(s)|, 22(p) := maxer<s<ar [1p()]-
Then: (a) z1(p) € [0.1973,0.2336] and x2(p) € [0.1011,0.1416]. If p > po ~ 26.265,
21(p) € [0.2010,0.2267] and w»(p) € [0.1113,0.1360).

(b) Let 0 < x < z1(p). Then vp(s) = = has exactly one solution 0 < s1(p) < 3.4
and vp(s) > x for all 0 < s < s1(p). The equation v,(s) = —z has ezactly
two solutions in [3.11,7], 3.11 < s2(p) < s3(p) < 7 such that |v,(s)| > z for all
sa(p) < s < s3(p). If § < @, sa(p) = 3.55, if &5 < & < 3, s2(p) > 3.45 and
s3(p) > 5.39 and if % <s< %, s2(p) > 3.27 and s3(p) > 5.57. If 0 < z < %,
s3(p) > 5.89 and s3(p) — s2(p) > 2.426.

Further, for s < x < 5=, y(s) = @ has exactly two solutions s4(p) < s5(p) in
[5.5,10] such that |vp(s)| > x for all sa(p) < s < s5(p). We have s5(p) — sa(p) >
1.763.

Proof. (a) By Corollary B4

F<1+}9>|~yp<s>| >0, (s)

991 + 140 cos(2§) min(| sin(s — a,(s))], | sin(s)]) Sinﬁ(%) 1

19 p S - Np

and U, (s) is increasing in p for all s € [3.255,27] U [6.501,37]. Hence y1(p) :=
maxe(s 2552+ Yp(s) is increasing in p, too. For t; = 4.63, Wy5(t1) > 0.19056 and
for {1 = 4.58, W, (t1) > 0.2010. Therefore for any 15 < p < pg, maxs>3 |y,(s)| >

%6—) > 0.1973 and for p > pg, maxs>3 |[¥p(s)| > 0.2010. The upper estimates
PO

0.2336 for 15 < p < pg and 0.2267 for p > pg were shown in Corollary 3.5 at least
for s € [3,2n]. Note that for s > 27, |y,(s)| < £ < 0.2267, which is implied by
Lemma B3] and T'(1 + %)|fyp(s)| <1l Nip.

Similarly for s € Iz, we choose to = 7.94 with Uy5(¢2) > 0.09767 with xo(p) >
&%@; > 0.1011 and 5 = 7.87 with W, (f2) > 0.1113. The upper estimates again
follow from Corollary

(b) Let 0 < x < z1(p). By (a) 1(p) < 0.2336 < -+, and Lemma L2 shows that
vp(8) = x requires s > 2.48. By Lemmald2] too, ,(s) is strictly decreasing for s in
[+,4] with 7,(3.4) < 0. Therefore 7,(s) = x has a unique solution 0 < s1(p) < 3.4
and 7,(s) > x holds for all 0 < s < s1(p). Lemma B0 (b) implies that v,(s) = —z
has exactly two solutions sa(p) < s3(p) in [3.11, 7], since 7,(3.11) > 0, v,(5.5) < 0,
~p(7) > 0 and 7, is strictly convex in [3.11,5.5] and strictly increasing in [5.5, 7].
For s2(p) < s < s3(p) we have |y,(s)| > x. By Corollary B4l for p > 15 we have
[vp(s)| > Wp(s) > Wi5(s) for all s € [3.255,2n]. Assume that 0 < 2 < g. Since
W15(5.38) > 0.127 > 1 and ¥y5 is decreasing in [5, 6] because |sin(s)| is decreasing
there, the larger solution satisfies s3(p) > 5.38. Similarly, for 0 < z < %07 with
W15(5.57) > 15, we have sg(p) > 5.57. If 0 < 2 < 55, we use ¥(5.89) > o, and
then s3(p) > 5.89.

Concerning upper estimates for |y,(s)| in [3.255,4.4], where both |sin(s)| and
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|sin(s — a,(s))| are increasing, we find from Lemma B3] for s € [3.255,4.4]

e p— 1>( +Nip)gmi%>( +1—;O)::h<s>.

L+
If # > % and yp(s) = —2, 3 < |7(s)] < h(s). Since h(3.55) < £ and h 1s in-
creasing in [, 4.4], the smaller solution sa(p) satisfies sa(p) > 3.55. If x >
use that h(3.45) < 10, so that sa(p) > 3.45. If © > o5, use h(3.27) < o,
s2(p) > 3.27. For x = 55, the equation ¥15(s) = z has the two solutions §3 ~ 3.472
and $3 ~ 5.898 with §3 —§3 > 2.426. The two solutions s2(p) < s3(p) of vp(z) = —z
are farther apart than $, and s3, since x = |y,(52)| > U, ($2) > ¥i5(s2) and |y,(s)]
is increasing near $z, so that §3 > s2(p). Similarly x = |y,(s3)| > P15(83), where
[vp(s)] is decreasing near $3, so that §3 < s3(p) and s3(p) —s2(p) > $3 — §2 > 2.426.
Ifx < 20, the solutions of 7,(s) = —x are even farther apart than 2.426.
On the interval [5.5, 10] the argument is similar: By LemmalB.6l~,, is strictly increas-
ing in [5.5,7] with 7,(5.5) < 0 < v,(7), strictly concave in [7,8.5] and strictly de-
creasing in [8.5,10] with 7,(10) < 0. By part (a), maxse[5.5,10] [7p(5)| > 75, so that
for 0 < < &, 4,(s) = z has exactly two solutions s4(p) < s5(p) in [5.5,10]. For
s4(p) < s < ss5(p) we have |y, (s)| > z. For z = 55, U15(s) = « has the two solutions
$1 ~6.994 and $5 ~ 8.757. Similarly as above, s5(p) — s4(p) > $5 — $3 > 1.763. O

sin(s) sin(s)

S S

10 J
hence

Proof of Theorem

(i) We will apply Proposition 23] the distribution function result of Nazarov,
Podkorytov [NP] to 2 = [0,00), # = A Lebesgue measure.
We start with case a), when d, < ¢p, i.e. 26. 265 ~ po < p < oo and put f(s
Ip(s)| and g(s) = exp(—d,s?). Then fo 2 ds = fo 2 ds = 2f\/—
see m In terms of the distr1but10n functlons F and G of f and g, we have
0= [y (f g(s)?) ds = fo 2z (F(z) — G(z)) dz, which implies that F' = G has
at least one solutlon in (0,1). We have to show that F'— G changes sign only once in
(0,1). By Lemma L2 f is positive for all 0 < s < 3.11 and has a zero in [3.11, 3.4]
(which is actually > 7). By Proposition Bl f(s) = |, ()] = 7p(s) < exp(—cps?) <
exp(—dps?) = g(s) for all 0 < s < 3, with strict inequality for s > 0. Let again
x1(p) := maxs>3 f(s). By Lemmal3 f(s) = |v,(s)| < z1(p) < 0.2336 for all s > 3
and z1(p) > 0.1973. We claim that f(s) < g(s) holds also for all 3 < s < 3.3
with ¢(3.3) < z1(p). By Lemma 4 (a), 0.159 < 5= < d, < di5 < 0.163 for all
15 < p < oo, hence

0.16 < exp(—0.163 - 3.3%) < exp(—d,, 3.3%) = ¢(3.3)
< exp(—0.159 - 3.3%) < 0.18 < z;(p) .

The function ®, in Lemma B3 satisfies

1@, (s)| < max (Isin(s — ()l ISin(S)I) 7

S S

and for s € [3,3.3], we have by Remark (1) following Lemma B3, 0 < a,(s) <

5 233 < 6576 < 012, hence maxse{&g_g] |(I) ( )| < maxse[g 8833]M < %

—
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Lemma B3] yields for all s € [3,3.3] with N as given there
1 1 1 1 1 1
< < p o y< = (=4
flo) < max (ol < 57 %)(11 ) S r(1+%)(11 T 120

<0.11 <0.16 < mi —d, s?) < }
o exp(—dp s7) < g(s)

)

This implies F(z) < G(z) for all z € [z1(p), 1).
To prove that F' — G changes sign at most once, it suffices to show for a suitable
0 < z2 < z1(p) that
(1) G — F is strictly increasing in |22, z1(p)] and
(4.1) (2) F(z) > G(z) for all z € (0, z2] .

Since F' and G are differentiable decreasing functions, condition (1) is equivalent
to }FE ;} > 1, x € [z2,21(p)]. This means, see [NP],

Py 1

@l \ o2 el | 16

B ()| 1
(4.2) “Wh D L) l(wp(sn)“’

$>0,]7p(s)|=

where we used that G(z) = di In(1), IG’(w)I = 2\/d, In(1). Having shown
(@1) and (#2), Proposition 25 will imply that for all u > 2

o0 o) 1
v [ b ds < va [T ety ds = 3 [T
P
the claim in Theorem [Z2] a). We will later choose xo = 0 for all pg < p < oo and
also for 20 < p < po.

Before proving (£.2) and (£I)), let us consider case b), ¢, < d,, i.e. 20 < p < po.
Let r := r(p) := 'Z—:. It follows from Lemma 24 that 1 < r < 1.0273. Consider
f(8) = |(s)]" and g(s) = exp(—d,s?) in Proposition [ZE Then by Proposition
B and Lemma we have f(s) = |y,(s)|" < exp(—cps?)” = exp(—d,s?) for
0 < s < 3, with strict inequality for s > 0, p > 15. Again by Lemma [A3]
z1(p) = maxs>3 |[yp(s)]” > 0.197310273 > (.1887 with ¢(3.3) < 0.18 < x1(p).
Using the above estimate for |y,(s)|, we get f(s) = [1(s)|" < |7p(s)| < g(s) for all

€ [3,3.3]. This implies F(z) < G(z) for all z1(p) < x < 1. Further, using r > 1
and exp(—dps?) <1,

f(s) ds = »(8)? ds = OOexp(—dps2)2 ds < Ooexp(—dps2)% ds .
[y st o= e | J

Suppose that p ¢ 2N. By Proposition B, f(s ) ~dp S_T(p+1) for large s, so that fé

- 1“) (0,00). This implies that there is g, T(p+1) < q < 2 such that [° f(s)9 ds =
Js" 9(s)? ds, hence 0 = [°(f(s)7— g(s)?) ds = qfo 29 Y(F(z) — G(x)) dz. There-
fore F G has at least one solut1on in (0,1). This is also true for p € 2N, since
then on average f is larger than g asymptotically, using (B.I0), hence for small z,
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F(z) > G(z) will hold. If F and G are the distribution functions of |v,(s)| and
g(s)* = exp(—cys?), we have F(z) = F(z+) and G(z) = G(z+). Thus it suffices

to show that ' — G changes sign only once. Similar to (@) and #2) we will show
for a suitable 0 < x2 < z1(p)

=2,/¢ ) [ (L I
_2ﬁs>o,w,2<s>_m Al | (|~yp<s>|>>1’ € [z2,2:(P)] ,
(4.3) (2) F(z) > G(x) for all z € (0,22] .

Having shown this, Proposition 2.5 will imply that for all v > ug = %, fooo f(s)ds <
IS g(s)? ds, ie. for all u=rv > 2

()
/(@)

(1)

\/ﬂ/ [7p ()" ds < \/ﬂ/ exp(—dps*)’ ds = \/ﬂ/ exp(—cps?)* ds = 1 /x
0 0 0

b)
2V ¢cp

the claim in Theorem 22 b). We will again choose 3 = 55.

(i) We note that ¢, and d,,, which are important for the estimates in (4.1]), ([£.2)
and (@3], do not vary very much in their respective intervals. We have

1
inf dy=5-~0.1592 < max d, ~0.1610

Po<p<oo T Po<p<oo
and min ¢, ~0.15846 < max ¢, ~0.1610,
15<p<po 15<p<po

so that min(2,/¢;,2/d,) > 0.796 and max(, /é, A /i) < 2.5122 in the ranges for

p considered here.
In both cases a) and b) we have to compare the distribution functions F' of |v,|
and G of exp(—d,s?), case a) or exp(—c,s?), case b). It suffices to prove with the

choice x5 = %

) e WACIN e Lo
(1) hp(z) = O.7965>07|§S)|_1 ) 1 (I%(S)I) >1, x€ [z, 21(p)]

(2) F(x) > 2.5122 Uln(i) > G(z) ,x € (0,29] .

Then the unique sign change of G — F will occur at some x¢ € (z2,21(p)).

We now verify (1) for all p > 15 and z with x5 = % < z

have hy(2) = 0.796 (350,14, (s)|== m) zy/In(2). For 0 < z <

z1(p). We

< exp(—%),

ailw  |A

z4/In(1) is increasing in z. Suppose first that § < z < x1(p). By Lemma for
allp > 15

1.064 1 1 1.064 1 1 1 1
) € 75+ -) € = (= + ) 1102 (= + ) = lu(s) ,
p P(l+2)'s p ~T(+g)s 15 s 15
for 0 < s < 7, while
1.016 1 1 1 1
! <———(-+—)<1053 (-+—) =:1
|7P(S)|—r(1+%)(s+15)— G+ 1) =)
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for s > . By Lemmas and @3], with 21(p) < ++ as needed there, |y,(s)| = «

has three solutions in (0,7), s1(p) > 2.48, s3(p) > s2(p) > 3.55. Hence

hp(x)20.796(ll(;48)+l (355)) L /M8 > 1.06> 1.

For & <z < 1, the three solutions satisfy s1(p) > 2.75, s2(p) > 3.45 and s3(p) >
5.39, see Lemmas and .3l Hence for these x

1 1
> 0.
hp(x)_0796(ll(2'75) T LG T e 39)) L imi0>1.03>1.

For &= < z < &, by Lemma B3 (a), 2 < 15 < 22(p), and |y,(s)| = 2 has two
additional solutions s5(p) > s4(p) in (5.5,10). We have s1(p) > 2.966, s2(p) > 3.27,
s3(p) > 5.57, s5(p) > s4(p) > s3(p) > 5.57. Therefore

1 1 3 1
h > 0.796 —+vIn20>11>1.
o) 2 Goee) T e T hesn V0> >
Hence (1) is satisfied for all p > 15 and = with 55 < = < z1(p). For z = 5,
we have by Lemmas and 3] that |y,(s)| > = holds for all 0 < z < 2.966,
s2(p) < x < s3(p) with s3(p) — s2(p) > 2.425 and for s4(p) < = < ss5(p) with

s5(p) — s4(p) > 1.763. Thus F(QLO) > 7.15 > 4.25 > G(55). Actually G(z) <

2.5122,/In( ) < 7.15 holds for all z55 < @ < 55. Hence F(z) > G(x) is true for

all z with <$<%

1000+
(iii) Suppose that p ¢ 2N. Let A > 1 and p > 15 be such that [sin(Zp)| > -5,
which is satisfied if dist(p,2N) > —L-. We prove that F(z) > G(x) holds for very

p+1
small z > 0, namely for 0 < z < ( ) . By Stirling’s formula I'(p + 1) >

v27mp(2)P and hence

_1 1

1
1T(p+1)\"" <1 ) T 2" p
7 >(=T(p+1 2= =
(21“(1—1—%)) = (gte+b) =

1

The function k(p) := 1/”2—‘fm satisfies (Ink)' (p) = m(pln(ﬂeg) —1). Since

2, ~ =, (Ink)'(p1) = 0 for p; near 31.5, namely p; ~ 32.535, and k atfains
its minimum at p1, with k(p) > k(p1) > 0.9847. This implies (%F(p—k 1))m >

0.3622 p. By Proposition B.7 we have for any s > 2Ap? that

1T(p+1) 1 1 0.3622 p\ "' 1 0.3622 p\**!
v ()| = = — > — > ==L
=TT D) A e < s Ar =\ As

Thus for z > 0

5 0.3622 p\ "t
F(z) = Ms > 0 ‘ ()] >} > Ms > 2 4p* ‘ (Tp) > 1}

0.3622 p

5
=) s>0‘—A3<s<
RER

}.
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p+1
Assuming 0 < x < (%j&f) , 93622 p SAp? = (%Ap3) and hence
p) Az p+1
0.3622 5 10.3622
F(a) > =228 = 2ap8 > 71?

Agwit 8 6 Agwit
For G we know G(z) < 2.51224/In(). To prove F(z) > G(z), it suffices to verify
e In(1) < &£, since %222 > L Now I(z) := w7 In(1) is increasing for

0 <z < exp(—E& H), which is satisfied under our assumption on x. Inserting the
maximal = considered,

p+1
= (%) , we find [(Z) = %\/(p + 1)[21In(Ap) + In(54g5)], which is easily
for any A > 1 and p > 15.

seen to be <

504
For the maximal z in this range, with In(54g) < 0.73,
(4.4) G(T) < 2.5122¢/(p + 1)[2In(Ap) 4+ 0.73] .
p+1
(iv) It remains to prove F(z) > G(x) for all x in the intermediate range ((0 A‘;S)%) <
r < 1000# for p > 20. Assume first that 210 <z < ﬁ. By Lemma
[vp(s)| = ‘SLS(S)‘ — %. Therefore by Proposition E1]

1.016 2 1 27
F(2) > Fune (24— ) > 2—=— — 2L
(z) > (I+ » ) > pp— 1.(;16 16

Since G(z) < 2.51224/In(2), F(z) > G(z) will be satisfied if

+1.016 1(1)_1_27 <1
x+ — n(—)+ — -
D x40 4’
27 2
16- 2 5122 < 10 25122 7
x+ % < 215 . It suffices that 215 z(y/In(2) + 2I) < 1 holds. Since z,/In(2)
is increasing for 0 < z < exp(—%), we only have to check this for the maximal

xr=

1

> By assumption 5 < 210 x, hence

=

using that and

1000 A when it is true.

Ifz < 210p’ r 4 1016 016 < 1'?'#, and by the above estimate F(x) > 102%1’ — f—g.
This will be > 2.5122 In(1) > G(z), if {/In(2) < 0.2481p — 2T, For any p > 20,

(01.24811)— 21)2 > L. Thus F(z) > G(z) holds for all 2 > 0 with exp( ) <z <

210p°

p+1
Assume next that z := (?Xﬁ%) <z <exp(—§ ) By @.4)

G(x) < G(z) = 2.5122y/(p + 1)[2In(Ap) + 0.73] < 3.5528+/(p + 1)[In(Ap) + 0.365] .
For z < exp(—pz) x + 1'?)16 < % and the estimate for F(x) yields F(x) >

P — 2L > 5 — 21 To verify F( ) > G(z), it suffices to show
5 27
(4.5) balp) = gp— 5 - 3.5528+/(p + 1)[In(Ap) + 0.365] > 0 .

For any A > 1, 14 is increasing in p. For the choice A = p, ¥4(400) > 2 > 0 and
for A = 10, ¥ 4(265) > 1 > 0. Together with parts (ii) and (iii) this shows that
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F(z) > G(z) holds for all 0 < z < z1(p) for A = p if p > 400 and for A = 10 if
p > 265. This proves Theorem 2.2] for p > 400.

(v) For 20 < p < 400, we use the better approximation of |y, (s)| of Lemma 3.3

ptl
We may also assume that z = (%) <z < exp(—%), since the estimate

outside of this interval was valid for all p > 20. By Lemma B3 |v,(s)| > |®,(s)| —
,Wherele as in Lemma B2 e.g. N = 8.002 for 26 < p < 175, and ®,(s) =

k(p)M k(y) = 35 \/2214— 140cos(2y)“"(y). Since for x < exp(——z) and
26 < p < 175 we havea:—|— 5003 < 85
1 p?
F(z)> A 0| |® — M=8,26<p<175, ——
(#) 2 M5 > 01 [B(6)] > 115} - M =8, 6 <p< 175, 3 < <exp(-L)

For 175 < p < oo, the same holds with M = 7.85, and for 17 < p < 26 with

M = 8.6. We will use this for 0 < s < %wp, Yy = % < %ﬂ'. The function k is
decreasing in y € [0, 27], since
1405sin(2y) 1 1405sin(2y) y oy
Ink) (y) = — t(y) — - < — Y v
(k)W) = =55 0 cos@y) T W) Ty = Tt 1d0cos(@y) 3 45

using the series development of cotangent. For 0 < y < 7, this is obviously nega-
tive, and for 7 < y < 37, too, as may be checked. Therefore for s € ((j — 1)m, jn],

J < 3 k(2) > ().

Let J; = ((j — 1)m — ap((j — D)), jm — a(jm)] for 5 = 1,...,n. Recall that

ap(0) = 0, that oy (s) is increasing for 0 < s < (7 — arccos())5 ~ 0.968p and de-

creasing for (7 —arccos(Z))E < s < (w+arccos(Z))L ~ 2.173p. Let y; = = k(;)

~ 4 J;T Solving |sin(s — ay(s))| = y; for s in J; yields two solutions

sj1 < sj2 with s;1 — ap(sj,1) = £arcsin(y;), sj,2 — ap(s;,2) = £(m — arcsin(y;)),
hence +2arccos(y;) = x(m — 2arcsin(y;)) = sj2 — ;1 — (ap(sj2) — ap(sj1)).
In each interval J;, the difference a,(sj2) — ap(s;,1) is small, of modulus < %,
positive for 0 < s;; < 0.96p and negative for s;; > 0.97p. The gaps between
successive differences oy, (sj41,1) — ap(s;2) are even smaller, of order p27 since

0 < sjp1,1 — Sj2 = O(%) (for small j about 2—”; < %) and [a,(s)| < 19—0%. The

gaps slightly increase with j. Further, @ < %% for all s > 0. The distribution
function of ®, will be bounded below by sums of s;2 — s;.1. The error by sums of
—(ap(sj2) — ap(sj1)) over j is bounded in modulus by the maximum of |a,(s)],

which is arctan(B\?E) < 0.366, attained at 7 + arccos(%). We will estimate the

distribution function of |®,| from below by assuming «,(s) = 0 and correct the
possible error by subtracting from the lower bound the value 0.366.

essentially y; ~

Hence consider I; = ((j — 1), jn], j € N and |®,(s)| = k(%)@ For s € I,
[@y(s)] > k(5= and

g

1 %

1 .
Ms eI | |Dy(s)] > M—p} > Ms eI, | |sin(s)] > Mk(%)

}.
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1y _ 19 ¢ 1 <1
M %(y) M sin(y) | /2214140 cos(2y) —

Since k is decreasing, [ is increasing and [(y) = 1 has a unique solution yo > 0. For
M = 8 it is yg ~ 2.1228, forM—785 Yo =~ 2.0976 and for M = 8.6, yo ~ 2.2096.
As required above, yo < 27. Define n € N and 6 € [0,1) by Lp = n+ 6. Then

7—y0n+0_yoforallj—1 nandl(”)<1 We get for j = 2,.

Obviously, we require for y = %T that I(y) :=

. 1 5
Ms € I, |s1n(s)|>Mk(%)

b=Asel; | [sin(s |>z< voJ >}

n+0
= 2 arccos <l( JoJ >) ,
n+0

yoe)) for =1 and

n

o225 (2] (o )

with an additional term arcsin (l (

j=1
- YoJ
) > E L)) =
(4.6) 2j Oarccos<l<n 9>) (n 0

also using arcsin(x) > x for 0 < z < 1. Let h(u) := arccos (l (you )) By the Euler
(n

- Maclaurin summation formula and the substitution v = (n + 0)u

n

JZ /n )du—i—w—i—/on(u—[u]—%)h'(u)du
(4.7) L
=(n+9) /0“9 arccos(l(yov)) dv + % [g + h(n)} —|—/O (u — [u] — %)h'(u) du

Similar as in the proof of Proposition [4.I] we have h'(u) < 0 for all 0 < u < 1 and
" 1 " 1
[t = P dez [ - - ) du
0 n—

In the proof of Proposition Il we used that |h’(u)| was increasing, which is true here
for 0 <u < 1,u ¢ [0.7,0.85]. However, while this may be false when u € [0.7,0.85],
|W(u — ¢) + W'(u)| is then increasing, when ¢ € [$,1], as a somewhat tedious

investigation shows. If u = yfe is in [0.7,0.85], choose k < j such that v := gike
satisfies + < u—v <  to conclude for K; = [j—3,j+3] and K}, = [k— 3, k+3] that
J K;nKy (( — [u] — —)h’ (u) du > 0. Combining any two such intervals, if necessary,

we get, since h'(u) < 0,
/On(u — [u] - %)h'(u) du > %/7:5 W (u) du = % (h(n) — h(n — 5)) :

Further, "*9 arccos(l(yov)) dv = fo arccos(l(yov)) dv—f . arccos(l(yov)) dv and

(n+0) f - arccos(l(yov)) dv < (n+ 0)(1 — e)arccos(l(z%)) = Oh(n), since h

n+
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is decreasing. Inserting this into equation (7)), we find with n + 60 = £p

1
y—;p/o arccos({(yov)) dv+ (1 — 0)h(n) — %h(n _ 1) +

h(j) D+ T

Y

n
Jj=0

Y%

1

Yo 1 1 T
% l dv— =h(n— =)+ .
71_p/o arccos(l(yov)) dv 5 (n 2) + :

Together with inequality ([6]), we get

1 _ 1
F() > 2% / arceos({(yov)) dv — 5 — arccos <l (Lfﬂ 92)>) L (fie) -

As mentioned before, to take into account the effect of the omitted oy,-terms, we
: 5 : T 5

subtract from this the value arctan(m). Since 7 + arctan(m) < 1.9361, we

arrive at

(4.8)

1 1
F(zx) > 2y—;p/0 arccos(l(yov)) dv—1.9361 —arccos <l (%))—H (n?@) .

Consider first the case 175 < p < co. Then yo > 2.0976 and numerical integra-
tion yields L := fol arccos(l(yov)) dv > 1.15206. We have n + 60 = £Lp > 116 and

then — arccos (z (y“"*%))) iy (n” ) > —0.1935 so that with 212 > 1.5384,

n+1 —+1
F(z) > 1.5384p — 2.13. In the case 26 < p < 175 we have similarly with yo >

2.1228 by numerical integration that L = fol arccos(l(yov)) dv > 1.15197. Then

n+6 = Lp> 175 implies that — arccos (l (%ﬁ)) +1 (f—_&) > —0.4639, with

the conclusion F(z) > 1.5568p —2.40. Finally, in the case 20 < p < 26, yo > 2.2096,

L > 115628 and n +§ > 14.05, with — arccos (1 (205520 ) ) 41 () > —0.5414,

so that F'(z) > 1.6265p — 2.478. We note that the integral L = fol arccos(l(yov)) dv
does not depend very much on M, being with ~ 1.15 not much bigger that
fol arccos(v) dv = 1, which was used in the previous estimate (LH). (Actually,
l(yov) < v and arccos(l(yov)) > arccos(v) for all 0 < v < 1.) The factor of
p in (£3) was only %, while it is now > 5, as a consequence of the better ap-
proximation of 7, in Lemma 33l Corresponding to (£5) we have to check that

F(x) — 3.5528/(p + 1)[In(Ap) + 0.365] > 0. In the first case 175 < p < oo, this
will be satisfied, if

Ya(p) := 1.5384p — 2.13 — 3.5528+/(p + 1)[In(Ap) + 0.365] > 0 .

Since v is increasing in p, we only have to verify this for a minimal p, given a fixed
A > 1. For A = p it is satisfied for p > 50, 104 (50) > 2, and hence automatically for
all p > 175. For p > 175, we may even choose A = p°. In the range 26 < p < 175,
the condition is

Ya(p) := 1.5568p — 2.40 — 3.5528+/(p + 1)[In(Ap) + 0.365] > 0 ,

which is satisfied for A = 2 and p > 26.5. For 26.265 ~ py < p < 26.5, dist(p, 2N) >
277 is automatically satisfied and A = 3 suffices for ¢ 4(po) > 0. For A = 10, it is
satisfied for p > 37 and for A = p for p > 46. Consider now 20 < p < py. We then
have to check

Wa(p) = 1.6265p — 2.478 — 3.5528+/(p + 1)[In(Ap) + 0.365] > 0 .
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This is true, if p > 20.2 and A = 15/14; for 20 < p < 20.2, dist(p, 2N) < A™P holds,
which is excluded in Theorem This proves Theorem also for 20 < p < 400.
O

Remark. To prove Theorem (b) also for 2 < p < 20, a reasonably good
approximation of 7,(s) by damped trigonometric functions for p < s < p? would
be helpful.
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